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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant initiated interview to discuss rejection of claims 2 and 12 
under 35 USC 112 first paragraph enablement requirement and claim 1's requirement of flash memory state 
information written in a previous physical block. 

With respect to claims 2 and 12, Applicant argued that paragraph 51 of the specification shows that the area where 
data and meta-information are shown in figure 4 to be separate. The Examiner pointed out that paragraph 51 shows 
that the data and meta-information are disclosed to be in the same block, and that the specification teaches at 
paragraph 05 that a block is the write unit. 

With respect to claim 1, Applicant argued that claim 1 requires that there must be flash memory state information 
written in a previous physical block. The Examiner indicated that further consideration would be given to Applicant's 
argument in the next Office action. 
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